COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

AGENDA TITLE:  Affirm the recommendation of the Planning Commission to approve a Residential
Growth Management Aliocation Plan for the Calendar Year 2003 totaling 415 units,
including 209 low density allocations and 206 medium density allocations pursuant
to Chapter 15.34 Of The City Of Lodi Municipal Code.

MEETING DATE:  OCctober 15, 2003

PREFARED BY:  J.D. Hightower, City Planner

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Affirm the recommendation of the Planning Commission to
approve a Residential Growth Management Allocation’ Plan for
the Calendar Year 2003 totaling 415 units, including. 209 low
density aliocations and 206 medium density allocations pursuant
to Chapter 15.34 of the City of Lodi Municipal Code.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: On September 24, 2003 the Planning Commission held a public
hearing regarding the 2003 Residential Growth Management
Allocation Plan. At this hearing the Planning Commission
recommended that the City Council approve a total of 415 units
that included 209 low density units and 206 medium density units. No appeals of any individual
development plan were received, therefore, the issue before the Council is simply the overal] allocation
plan,

The Growth Management Ordinance was adopted in 1981 to manage the rate of growth within Lodi. To
insure a reasonable rate of growth, 2%, the ordinance requires that a residential development allocation
pian be adopted prior to the submittal of subdivision maps pursuant to the California Subdivision Map
Act.  Residential allocations are set annually on a calendar year cycle. The allocations are
complementary to the General Plan policy to guide residential development such that 65% of residential
development is low density, 10% medium density and 25% high density. By sefting the total number and
types of units that can be mapped on a property, the ordinance has sffectively managed the rate of
growth within Lodi since its adoption.

The total of 415 allocations were requested for 2003 while 437 are permissible under the Growth
Management Ordinance. The requested 415 total dwelling units were almost evenly split between low
and medium density projects. This split is & major shift from previous years when only low density
aliccations were requested. In fact 2003 marks the first year since 1997 that medium density allocations
have been requested.
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KEY POLICY QUESTIONS

in recommending approval of the 2003 allocation plan, the Planning Commission considered the
following key policy questions:

1} Is the proposed allocation plan for 2003 consistent with the General Plan?

2} Is the allocation plan consistent with the San Joaquin County Regional Housing Needs Allocation
Plan?

3} Are environmental impacts created by the allocations minimized?

4} Can the City adequately serve the proposed units with needed services?

3} Do the individual projects fit the character of their respective neighborhoods?

After due consideration, the Planning Commission found that the allocation plan does not have any
significant impacts to these policies and in fact will complement City of Lodi efforts in the implementation
of these policies.

ANALYSIS

Is the proposed residential development allocation consistent with the General Plan?

Yes, all of the requested plans are consistent with their respective General Plan Land Use Element
designations as shown on the table below:

SUBDIVISION UNIT NUMBER AND TYPE GENERAL PLAN
Almond North 34 Low Density units Low Density Residential
Kirst Subdivision 6 Low Density units Low Bensity Residential
Legacy Estates, Unit 2 141 Low Density units Low Density Residential
Millsbridge, Unit 2 28 Low Density units Low Density Residential
Wine and Roses 31 Medium Density units Medium Density Res.
Lalazar Estates 9 Medium Density units Office

Mills Avenue Townhome 12 Medium Density units Oftice

Neuschaffer 154 Medium Density units Medium Density Res.

Itis important to note that the Office General Plan Designation allows residential development at the
same range as medium density residential, 7.1 to 20 dwelling units per acre.

The requested medium density allocations, 206, will utilize 5 years of prior unused allocations.
Nevertheless, even after utilizing this year's requested medium density allocations there will be a
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remaining balance of 218 unused medium density allocations. Thus the requested medium density
residential units are consistent with the General Plan.

is the allocation plan consistent with the San Joaquin County Regional Housing Needs Allocation
Plan?

The San Joaguin County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan was adopted on December 5, 2002 by
the San Joaquin Council of Governments. This plan stated a regional need for 4,014 dwelling units to be
built within Lodi between 2001 and 2008. Of the 4,014 units, the goal is to have a mix of housing types
with approximately 60% of the units at a rate affordable to moderate income families. This nead-
represents a goal and Lodi is not responsible for the actual construction of any units; however, there
cannot be any unreasonable institutional barriers that would prevent the goal from being met.

Since 2001, Lodi has allocated 287 units towards this goal. Exclusively these units have been at a low
density product type built at market rate. One factor contributing to affordability is density. Although all
of the medium density projects are market-rate, they are expected to fill a niche in their respective
neighborhoods. The Mills Avenue Town Homes will provide a transition between office development
along Keltleman Lane and existing apartments. Lalazar Estates will provide housing transitioning from
commercial uses along Kettleman Lane and single family homes on Lakeshaors Drive. Wine and Roses
Homes will provide medium density housing bordering the existing Wine and Roses complex on a
refatively confined site bounded by a WID canal and a busy arterial roadway, Woodhaven Drive. The
Neuschaffer property borders State Route 99, Cherokee Lane and Harney Lane. The ambient noise
level at this location makes medium density housing the highest and best use of the land.

With the medium density component present this year, the allocation plan is expected to help provide a
product type that all indicators show there is a market demand. To help provide the flexibility needed to
meet this demand, staff is recommending that two of the medium density projects, Neuschaffer and Mills
Avenue be allocated a fixed not to exceed number so that staff can work with the applicants to produce a
product that will meet community expectations. To insure that all of the medium density plans meet
Lodi’s expectations, these projects are conditioned such that the Planning Commission will review the
site plan and elevations concurrent with the Tentative Subdivision Map and the Site Plan Architectural
Review Commitiee review the plans prior to building permit issuance.

Another key aspect towards helping provide greater housing opportunities is the ability to develop dupiex
units on corer lots within low density developments. This is a property right within the Low Density
Residential, R-2, zoning district although rarely taken. Two of the low density developments, Almond
North and Milisbridge, Unit 2, proposes to develop duplex units on their respective corner lots. Almond
North proposes a total of six corner iots comprising twelve units to be duplex units while Millsbridge, Unit
2 proposes one duplex lot. These duplexes will be architecturally blended with the other homes in the
development and are intended to give the appearance and feel of the duplexes developed on the Tienda
Drive within the Sunwest, Unit 14 subdivision. This is a key feature that will provide greater housing
opportunities while stabilizing the existing single family neighborhood.
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Are environmental impacts created by the allocations minimized?

The environmental impacis created by the allocation plan are expected to be mitigated through existing
ordinances and policies. Total acreage proposed for allocations this year totals approximately 49 acres
with a total of 415 allocations for an overall density of 8.5 dwelling units per acre. This overall density
puts the 2003 total allocations into the medium density range. More importantly this demonstrates Lodi's
commitment o land use efficiency.

The land use efficiency shown by the 2003 allocation plan is expected to minimize the environmental
consequences of Lodi's growth. With an overall medium density allocation, storm water management by
minimizing new street construction, is expected to be less than development at the low density range.
Likewise, impacts 1o Prime Farmland are lessened by the reduced rate of conversion to urban uses that
is typical of low density development. The overall cost of providing new services to the areas
contemplated for development are reduced by a higher land use efficiency. By providing a more
compact development pattern, air quality impacts are reduced by an expected reduction in vehicle miles
traveled within Lodi than would be expected with low density development allocations.

The requested low density allocations are proposed in areas that are not suitable for higher density
developments. The area surrounding the Legacy Estates and Kirst subdivision is developed with jow
density housing types with interconnecting infrastructure and roadways that are not appropriaie for
higher density. Additionally low density in this area makes for better urban form by creating a transition
from the agricultural uses south of Harney Lane to the more heavily urbanized area north of this
developing area. The other two remaining low density proposals, Aimond North and Millsbridge , Unit 2
are both infill development areas that are surrounded by low density developments.

Another key tactor in minimizing adverse environmental impacts is that most of the 2003 development
plans can be considered infill type projects. Infill development significantly reduces the private
nvestment needed to construct and public investrment needed to maintain infrastructure. infill
development also provides a finer level of detail needed to make a vibrant, heaithy city. In fact, five of the
aight development plans are located on sites shown as Priority Area 1 for development by the City. This
classification gives these projects the highest ranking for future residential growth because they are infill
residential areas. Thus major impacts of development, as mandated by the Growth Management
Ordinance are implemented by the 2003 allocations.

Can the City adequately serve the proposed units with needed services?

Because all of the development plans are adjacent to existing urban developments served by utilities and
are in accordance with the density anticipated by the General Plan, the City expects to adequately serve
the contempiated units. Incremental degradation of services will be off-set by the routine payment of
gevelopment impact fees. These fees cover expected service impacts to water, sewer, storm drainage,
streets, police, fire, parks and recreation; and general city capital costs. Additionally, the Planning
Commission applied conditions to the individual development plans that will insure that the projects will
be served at the expected level of service without adversely impacting existing residential development.
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Do the individual projects fit the character of their respective neighborhoods?

Yes, the proposed residential developments would it the existing development pattern of their existing
areas. Below is a breakdown of the projects and the neighborhood context in which they are
contemplated:

Almond North

Almond North is a 34-unit low density, infill development on the property formerly owned by the Ruhi
family. The product mix contemplated with this development is 22 single family homes and 6 duplex lots.
The development is predominately traditional 5,000 square-foot single family homes with six duplexes
proposed on the corner lots of the subdivision. Being immediately west of Noma Ranch, Unit 1 and
immediately south and east of Vineyard Place, the circulation plan calls for the extension of Ravenwood
Way through the site going east/west and the extension of Cherrywood Way north/south through the site
to Almond Drive. The duplex units are proposed on the lots at the intersections of Ravenwood Way with
Almond Drive and Cherrywood Way. The duplex units, on corner lots, is entirely consistent with the
development paltern established by the Noma Ranch project and the adjacent Vinevard Place
subdivision. The Noma Ranch subdivision has duplex units on both corner and interior lots. By limiting
duplex units on corner lots, the Almond North subdivision acts as a transition from Noma Ranch to the
exclusively single family homes within Vineyard Place. 1t is also important to note that the development
of duplexes are a property right associated with the R-2 zoning district, the district that the property is
zoned. Being within an established residential area, Almond North will fit the character of the area.

Kirst Development

The Kirst Subdivision is a 6-unit low density subdivision, exclusively single family homes, that is bordered
io the west and north by the Legacy Estates, Unit 1 subdivision. There is an existing single family home
that fronts onto Harney Lane on the property contemplated for development. The additional six units are
contemplated taking access off of streets o be developed as part of the Legacy Estates, Unit 1
subdivision. Being allocated on the same year as the homes within Legacy Estates, these single family
homes are expected {o complement this developing neighborhood.

Legacy Eslates, Unit 2

The Legacy Estates is a 141-unit, low density development. This development is an extension by the
same builder of the recently approved Legacy Estates, Unit 2 development. This unit was approved with
the 2002 development allocation process and was approved to facilitate the development of a future
scheol site, This portion of the Legacy Estates neighborhood will provide a school bus route from the
planned elementary school to Mills Avenue. Legacy Estates, Unit 1 will also complete the neighborhood
north of Harney Lane between Sunnyside Estates and Mills Avenue and complement the Kirst
development. Being a developing neighborhood and planned with a Lodi Unified School District
elementary school site, this represents the completion of an asset to Lodi,

Millbridge, Unit 2

Millsbridge, Unit 2 is a 2B-unit low densily development, one duplex and 26 single family units. This
subdivision is separated from Millsbridge, Unit 1 by the existing homes on Bezug Lane. The units
contemplated within this subdivision will be traditional single family dwelling units, just like Millsbridge,
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Unit 1. Lots 22, 23 and 24 will be across the sireet from patio homes being built in conjunction with the
Tienda Place subdivision. The project is conditioned fo complete Bezug Lane in a manner that wil
minimize impacts to existing homes along this street. A duplex unit is proposed on the corner of Tienda
Drive and Bezug Lane, consistent with the existing corner duplex units built on the other corner lots on
Tienda Drive.

Wine and Roses Residences

The Wine and Roses Residences development is a 31-unit medium density development that features
both 18 executive suites and 13 single family homes. The executive suites will be for extended stay
residences that have all amenities of a dwelling unit and typically last for longer than 30 days, thereby
making them a residential unit and not a hotef room. Regardless, this subdivision will be a gated
community that will share facilities with the Wine and Roses hotel and restaurant complex. In this way,
the project represents a mixed use project uiilizing a horizontal mix of uses. The product types are
intended to be consistent with the architecture already found in the Wine and Roses complex.

The project does border the Bridgetowne neighborhood on the southern end of the project site with the
development area sharing a common property line with Lots 10 and 11 of Bridgetowne, Unit 1. The units
bordering these lots have the same required rear yards as those required by the Zoning Crdinance within
the Bridgetowne community. Therefore, the impacts te this neighborhood are expected to be minimal.
The majority of the site is separated from other residential neighborhoods by the WID irrigation canal,
thereby, minimizing the impacts to existing Wine Country subdivision in Woaodbridge.

l.alazar Estaies

Lalazar Estates is a 9-unit medium density development project within the Lakeshore Planned
Development, This is an infill project that will provide a transition from the commercial activity found
along Kettleman Lane and the single family homes found along Lakeshore Diive. As a transitional use,
the project proposes 3 single family lots on the southern portion of the site to complement the existing
8,525 square-foot lot containing a single family home. On the northern portion of the site, adjacent to
planned commercial development, the project proposes a transition to three duplex lots.

Recently, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit that amended the allowable use on this
property from a convenience store only designation to a allow for medium density residential
development. The development plan implements the project envisioned at the time that the use permit
was approved. The Planning Commission considered that the proposed plan would generate
approximately 78 average daily trips while a convenience store would be expected to generate between
480 to 699 average dally trips. Thus the proposed plan would be expected to not only reduce the
amount of traffic compared to a convenience store but also reduce the accompanying noise, light and
glare that would be generated. In being an infill development and alleviating commercial impacts, the
proposed project is anticipated to be an asset to the area.

Mills Avenue Townhomes

The Mills Avenue Townhomes is contemplated as a 12-unit medium density development on Mills
Avenue, immediately south of adjacent office development on Kettleman Lane. Like Lalazar Estates, the
project is within the Lakeshore Planned Development that was amended through a use permit to'allow
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residential development at this site. This project is an infill development that proposes development at
the higher end of medium density, 17 dwelling units per acre. As such, special design consideration
must be taken {0 insure that the project will be compatible to both the neighboring residential apartment
complex to the south and the office development to the north.  Because of the extra attention to detail
needed to successiully carry this project out, the final site plan will be brought back to the Plannirig
Commission for final approval. Because there was a Use Permit associated with this request, SPARC
review and approval will also be required prior to building permit issuance.

Neuschaifer Development

The Neuschaffer Development is contemplated as a 154-unit medium density development at the
northwest corner of Harney Lane and Cherokee Lane. Like the Mills Avenue Townhomes project, this
project will require special attention to detail, primarily because of the scale of development coupled with
the property owner’s desire to find a builder for the project and final CalTrans design requirements for the
Harney Lane interchange. The Planning Commission recommends that the project be allocated 154

units and that the project be brought back to both the Planning Commission and SPARC for final
approval.

FUNDING:  None required

e

Konradt Bartlam
Community Development Director

JDH/lw

Attachmenis:

Vicinity Maps
Development Site Plans
Planning Comrmission Minutes from October 24, 2003
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MINUTES DRA F]-

LODI CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

CARNEGIE FORUM
305 WEST PINE STREET
LODI, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY September 24, 2003 7:00 P.M.
The Planning Commission met and was called to order by Chairman Mattheis.

Commissioners Present: Eddie Aguirre, Dennis Haugan, Randall Heinitz, Gina Moran, David ROLL CALL
- Phillips, Dennis White, and Chairman Mattheis

Commissioners Absent: None

Others Present:  Konradt Bartlam, Community Development Director, J.D. Hightower, City
Planner, and Lisa Wagner, Secretary.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Almond North Subdivision, east of the northeast corner of the intersection of
Almond Drive and Stockton Street, totaling 34 Low Density Allocations.
Commissioner White excused himself from the item due to a conflict of interest. City
Planner Hightower presented the item to the Commission. The project will be 22
single-family lots and 6 duplex lots. The proposed duplexes will be located on the
corner lots of the proposed extension of Cherrywood to Almond Drive as well as the
four corners of Cherrywood and Ravenwood Way. The development is zoned R-2,
which allows for 5000 square foot lots as well as duplexes on corner lots. The
duplexes are a property right in the R-2 zoning district. The Development Plan
complies with all provisions of the Zoning Code and is consistent with the General
Plan designation of Low-density residential. Staff was recommending approval of the
Development Plan.

Commissioner Heinitz asked if the proposed development was compatible with the
existing development to the east. Mr. Hightower replied that the development to the
east was similar and that it had duplexes on the corner lots. '

Hearing Opened to the Public

Jeftrey Kirst, 222 W. Lockeford Street, Lodi. Mr. Kirst was the applicant. The project
is an infill project between the current Almond Wood Estates project and Noma Ranch,
which was built 15 years ago. The street alignment for the proposed development was
dictated by the Almond Wood Estates project as the street for the northern boundary
was set by the Almond Wood Subdivision Map, because of that they only had one way
to go. The tie in to Ravenwood up to Almond Drive was done to complete a
circulation that was complimentary to the area. With this project, he was trying to
provide affordable homes and at the same time, make good use of vacant land.

Commissioner Mattheis asked Mr. Kirst if there were ever any changes to the proposed
Development Plan or had it always been configured the same way? Mr. Kirst replied
that it was the original configuration. Community Development Director Bartlam
made a clarification that the subject property as well as the property to the west
originally had a Development Plan approval and allocations dating back 10 years ago.

9-24.doc 1



That Development Plan has since expired and the allocations were expired as well.
Based on the expiration of the previous Development Plan, Mr. Kirst’s Development
Plan should be considered a new plan.

Commissioner Heinitz asked Mr. Kirst if any of the new homes would be held as rental
properties? Mr. Kirst replied that as far as he knew all the homes would be for sale by
the entity that currently owns the project.

Commissioner Phillips appreciated Mr. Kirst’s attempt to put duplexes on the corner
lots, but the project was still a low-density project at only 7 dwellings per acre. He
wanted to see higher density projects in Lodi for the mitigation of farmland and ground
water. Mr. Kirst replied that the General Plan has the property designated for low
density and he would have had to do a complete zoning change if it were to be
considered for high density housing.

Curtiss Jenkins, 1537 Fawnhaven Way, Lodi. Mr. Jenkins stated that he has had
problems with a duplex in his neighborhood already and did not want anymore
duplexes to be built in the area. When he bought his home, he was told that only
homes would be built in the new subdivision, not duplexes.

Nancy Waitley, 246 Almond Dr, Lodi. Ms. Waitley stated that in 1990 she was
approached to annex into the City. After they were annexed into the City, Mr. Kirst
developed Park Place Subdivision next to her property. She was told when she came
into the City that Park Place was zoned for R-1 and she recently found out that it was
zoned for R-2. When Noma Ranch was developed there was a huge density at the site.
She felt that the proposed project would impact the already congested traffic in the
area. She was told by the original property owner, Mr. Ruhl, who is now deceased,
that there would be a brick wall coming down in front of the KB Homes subdivision
located west of the proposed project and that there would also be a wall constructed
across from her property. Mr. Ruhl’s plan showed a cul-de-sac being located behind
that wall and the new plan did not show a cul-de-sac, but rather a through street to
Almond Drive. She did not receive any notice that the previous development plan had
been changed and the cul-de-sac and wall had been deleted from the newest plan. She
already has problems with existing traffic in that she can’t get in and out of her
driveway safely.

James Waitley, 246 Almond Drive, Lodi. He stated that there already were 3 side
streets that enter on to Almond Drive close to his home. He has problems already
getting in and out of his driveway and felt with the new proposed streets going through
to Almond Drive it would make it more dangerous for him to enter and exit his
property. He also noted that there is a school bus stop located next to his property and
he was concerned for the safety of the children. He suggested that a four-way stop sign
be installed at the intersection of Cherrywood Way and Almond Drive.

Debra Falcons, 278 Almond Drive, Lodi. Ms. Felkins has lived on Almond Drive for
18 years. The traffic has become heavy on Almond Drive and she felt the proposed
new streets that go through to Almond Drive should not be allowed.

Paul Inman, 1801 Songbird Place, Lodi. Mr. Inman stated that he had called KB
Homes himself and they had informed him that their subdivision would only be single-
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family homes. He felt promises made, were not being kept by the developer. He felt
the proposed project would impact existing homes in the area and he did not like the
low-density homes being proposed.

Curtiss Jenkins, 1527 Fawnhaven Way, Lodi. Mr. Jenkins stated that the dust created
~ by current projects in the area was bad and the developer was not using water trucks
enough to prevent the dust. He again stated his desire for single-family homes only -
and no duplexes.

Kent Keyser, Representative from K.B. Homes. Mr. Keyser wanted to clear the record
and stated that the subject project was not their project.

Nancy Waitley, 246 Almond Drive, Lodi. Ms. Waitley presented a copy of the original
plan promised by Mr. Ruhl. She claimed that when he passed away, the plan was
changed by the developer who bought the property.

Hearing Closed to the Public

Chairman Mattheis asked staff if any traffic studies had been done for the project. Mr.
Bartlam replied Negative Declaration 03-10 was in the packet and further stated that
Almond Drive has its share of traffic but was nowhere near capacity for a street of its
size. This project is the last remaining property to develop in the area and would
logically gain access from Almond Drive.

Commissioner Heinitz asked staff where the Development Plan for Almond Wood
Estates had originated. Mr. Bartlam replied that it was the approved Development Plan
for the K.B Home project (Almond Wood Estates). The Development Plan showed
how the streets from the Almond Wood Estates might connect to future projects. It
was not uncommon to see a street pattern that might be on an adjacent property, but it
in no way was approved, it is a mere suggestion. Commissioner asked if a cul-de-sac
were to be installed, rather than a through-street, how many lots would be lost? Mr.
Bartlam replied that no lots would be lost, they would just not be able to put duplexes
on the corner lots.

Commissioner Phillips was concerned about the street configuration and the impact to
existing residences. He would like to see more higher-density projects.

Commissioner Haugan asked if any traffic signals could be installed on Almond Drive.
Mr. Bartlam replied that he felt Almond Drive would not be able to meet the criteria
for a traffic signal and if the through streets were removed from the plan, then that
would impact the intersection at Coventry Way and Almond Drive.

Commissioner Moran asked if there were any considerations for any traffic calming
measures like a median on Almond Drive. Mr. Bartlam replied that so many houses
gain access to their property by Almond Drive that a median would not be a good
solution. They would impact access to driveways.

Hearing Reopened to Public

Commissioner Heinitz asked Mr. Kirst about constructing a cul-de-sac at the end of
Cherrywood Way rather than installing a through street. Mr. Kirst replied that he could
change his plan; however, he thought the City wanted to see more low-density homes
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and that is what he had proposed.

Resident at 306 Ravenwood Way, Lodi. The resident was concerned about any
duplexes and apartments being built near his home. He stated that the neighborhood
was respectful now and did not want to jeopardize that feeling.

Robin King, 1529 Fawnhaven Way, Lodi. Mrs. King shared the same concern with
wanting to keep the neighborhood respectful and she did not want duplexes to be built
in the area. She further asked what would separate her property, which now backs up
to the project, from the new development. Mr. Bartlam clarified that Ms. King’s
property backs up to the KB Homes subdivision and not the proposed project. He
further clarified that the wood fence that exists now would remain.

Hearing Closed to Public

Chairman Mattheis stated at one time he occupied a duplex, and did not hold on to the
theory that there was a substantial nexus between shoddy homeowners and duplex
owners. He felt that duplexes were appropriate on corner lots particularly in the R-2
zone. If Cherrywood Way did not connect to Almond Drive, then neighboring
subdivisions would be impacted by the additional traffic. He was in favor of leaving
Cherrywood Way as a through street and stated the more streets that are connected the
better.

Commissioner Heintz was impressed with the old map presented. He felt a cul-de-sac
would be nice; however, he felt duplexes were very much needed in Lodi. He did not
support the attitude that duplex dwellers were “shoddy” dwellers. He felt that
redirecting traffic to the intersection of Coventry Way and Almond Drive was just
passing the problem on to a different location.

Commissioner Aguirre stated that he lives in an area where duplexes are located on
corner lots. He felt the pride of ownership comes down to the landlord as far as
making sure the tenants are taking care of the property.

The Planning Commission on motion of Commissioner Heinitz, Haugan, second
approved the Almond North Subdivision, east of the northeast corner of the
intersection of Almond Drive and Stockton Street, totaling 34 Low Density Allocations
by the following vote:

AYES: Commissioners: Aguirre, Haugan, Heinitz, Moran, and Chairman
Mattheis
NOES: Commissioners: Phillips

ABSENT: Commissioners: White
ABSTAIN: Commissioners
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RESOLUTION NO. 2003-196

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY
COUNCIL APPROVING THE 2003
GHOWT_H MANAGEMENT A_LLOCATEONS

BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby approve the 2003
Growth Management Allocations as recommended by the Lodi Planning Comrnission, as

shown as follows:

Requested Recommended

2003 Allocations _...2003 Allocations
SUBDIVISION UNIT NUMBER AND TYPE
Kirst Subdivision 6 Low-Density units 6 Low-Density units
l.egacy Eé‘téates, Unit 2 141 Low-Density units 141 Low-Density units
Millsbridge, Unit 2 28 Low-Density units 28 Low-Density units
Wine and Roses 31 Medium-Density units 31 Medium-Density units
Lalazar Estates 9 Madium-Density units 9 Medium-Density units
Mills Avenue Townhome 12 Medium-Density units 12 Medium-Density units
Neuschaffer 154 Medium-Density units 154 Medium-Density units
TOTAL 381 381

Dated:  October 15, 2003

I hereby certify that Resolution:No. 2003-1986 was passed and adopted by the
City Council:of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held October 15, 2003, by the
following vote:

AYES: COUNC{L MEMBERS Beckman, Hansen, Howard, Land, and
Mayor Hitchoock

NOES: COUNGIL MEMBERS — None
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS ~ None
ABSTAIN:  COUNGCIL MEMBERS — None

SUSAN J. BLACKSTON
City Clerk

2003-196




RESOLUTION NO. 2003-197

~ A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY
COUNCIL APPROVING THE 2003
GROWTH MANAGEMENT ALLOCATION
FOR ALMOND NORTH SUBDI\HS!ON

g fioarbimnobei S

BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby approve the 2003
Growth Management Allocation for the Almond North Subdivision as recommended by
the Lodi Planning Commission, as shown as follows:

Reguested Recommended
2003 Allocations 2003 Allocations
SUBDIVISION UNIT NUMBER AND TYPE
Almond North 34 Low-Density units _ 34 Low-Densily units
TOTAL 34 34

Dated: Oclober 15, 2003

| hereby certify that Resolution No. 2003-197 was passed and adopted by the
City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held October 15, 2003, by the
following vote:

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS — Beckman, Mansen, Howard, and L.and

NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS — Mayor Hitchcock
ABSENT: COUNCGIL MEMBERS - None

ABSTAIN: COUNCH MEMBERS — Nons

eI

SUSAN J. BLAC STON
City Clerk

2003-197






